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General Counsel - L 


Weisberg better 



Director of Information - ALI 


Tliis office suggests the following changes in your proposed reply to 
Mr. Harold Weisbcrg's letters of January 6. 

Paragraph 3 of the letter should read as follows: 

Tfaa only specific records mentioned in your letters that have 
been denied to you under the terms of 5 U.S.C. 552, subsection 
(b), are tho transcripts of Warren. Commission executive cessions. 
These transcripts were reviewed by our Office of General Counsel 
before they were denied to you by Acting Archivist Herbert E. 

Angel in his letter to you of June 21, 1971. These transcripts 
are now under further review by the Office of the General Counsel 
to determine whether recent developments in the state of the law 
are such a* to require release of portions of the documents 
previously withheld. We are therefore treating your letter as 
a requ*8t to reconsider our decision regarding the transcripts 
rather than as an appeal therefrom. You will be notified 
shortly of our decision, and may then appeal any portion of 
that decision which denies you access to these transcripts. 

Paragraph 5 of the letter should reflect the fact expressed in the rest of 
the letter that further delineation of Mr. Weisbcrg's demands is necessary 
before ts® can treat his letters a» a valid appeal. To this end, we suggest 
that we include only the following language in this paragraph: 

Under these circumstances I think it is your responsibility 
to determine the individual documents other than the transcripts 
. concerning which you wish to appeal and to prepare your ora 
appeal. If you will Submit a numerical list clearly identifying 
these documents, you will be given a specific response concerning 
each document. 


(signed) YiS. 1 ... • — '•* 

WILLIAM E. CASSEIH&H II 
General Counsel 
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